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earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b) <cuuoo d.iy 

Status 

1)D Responsive to communication(s) filed on . 

2a)D This action is FINAL. 2bM This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD 11 453 O G 213 
Disposition of Claims 

4) S Claim(s) 1-17 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) ^ Claim(s) 1^17 is/are rejected. 

7) D Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) Q The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)D accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 

1 1) D The proposed drawing correction filed on is: a)D approved b)D disapproved by the Examiner. 

If approved, corrected drawings are required in reply to this Office action. 

12) D The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. 
Priority under 35 U.S.C. §§119 and 120 

13) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(a)-(d) or (f). 

a)dAII b)D Some*c)D None of: 

1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. D Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3. D Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 

application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 

14) 13 Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(e) (to a provisional application). 

a) □ The translation of the foreign language provisional application has been received. 

15) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. §§ 120 and/or 121 . 
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DETAILED ACTION 

Drawings 

This application has been filed with informal drawings (see Fig. 2) which are 
acceptable for examination purposes only. Formal drawings will be required when the 
application is allowed. 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a)A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1 and 10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Scagnelliei al (5,921,865). 

Regarding claims 1 and 10, Scagnelli teaches a location verifier system that 
performs the step of receiving a telephone call from the user requesting access to a 
sports book; receiving a verification number from the user; verifying the verification 
number and permitting the player to place a wager (abstract; Fig. 1 ; col. 2, lines 35-45; 
col. 4, lines 1-17; col. 6,lines 1-21 and lines 58-67; col. 7, lines 7-36). While Scagnelli 
teaches verification before allowing the player to place a wager, Scagnelli is silent 
regarding the explicit features of forwarding a verification number to the user and 
verifying that the number received from the user is the number forwarded. However, 
the examiner takes official notice that this is well known in handshaking verification 
systems that are used in many cryptographic applications. This type of system provides 
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increased authentication. Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time of the invention to include this type of handshake verification in 
Scagnelli to further increase the security of the system so that unauthorized users, such 
as underage children are not able to place wagers. 

Claims 2-9 and 11-17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Scagnelli et al (5,921,865) in view of Wicks (6,01 1,485). 

Regarding claims 2-4, 6-9, 11-13 and 15-16, Scagnelli teaches all the limitations 
of the claims as discussed above. Scagnelli lacks disclosing the use of a pager system 
for the wagering. In an analogous remote wagering system, Wicks teaches the use of 
pagers to place wagers (abstract; Fig. 1; Fig. 2). It would have been obvious to a 
person of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to include the pager devices 
of Wicks in Scagnelli to make it easier for users to participate from remote areas, via a 
wireless system. This would make the system more convenient for users that use 
cellular phones and who are not readily accessible to a telephone. 

Regarding claim 5, Scagnelli and Wicks teach all the limitations of the claims as 
discussed above. The references are silent on the control system being a casino. 
However, the examiner takes official notice that it is well known to have remote 
wagering systems where the casino is the host/control center. It would have been 
obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art to incorporate this feature in Scagnelli and 
Wicks to allow players easy, remote access to wagering games at casinos in cities 
where the player is not located. 
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Regarding claim 14, Scagnelli and Wicks teach all the limitations of the claims as 
discussed above. The references are silent regarding the use of a computer modem. 
Howver the examiner takes official notice that it is well known in the art to utilize 
modems for network communication. Therefore, it would have been obvious to a 
person of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to allow the players in 
Scagnelli and Wicks to wager via a modem so that Internet gambling centers could also 
be accessed. This would increase the number of options accessible to the player for 
wagering; thereby, increasing the money received by the gaming authority. 

Regarding claim 17, Scagnelli and Wicks teach all the limitations of the claims as 
discussed above. The references are silent regarding the feature of a random number 
for verification. However, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the 
art to use a random number for verification in order to increase security in the gaming 
system; whereby, an unauthorized user is unable to access another users financial and 

wagering information. 

USPTO Contact Information 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 

examiner should be directed to Carmen D. White whose telephone number is 703-308- 

5275. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Friday, 8:30 AM to 

5:00 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Tom Hughes can be reached on 703-308-1806. The fax phone numbers 
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for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned are 703-308-7768 
for regular communications and 703-305-3579 for After Final communications. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is 703-308- 
1078. 
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